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Sladjana Lazić
We agreed that we had two anti-fascist movements (Slobodan Homen) It is extremely urgent to rehabilitate Draža because he is one of the greatest Serbian heroes and martyrs in the twentieth century. If his movement had defeated the malefactor [zlotvor] Tito, today we would be one of the leading European countries. The way it is now, the nothing [ništaci ] communists and their descendants have destroyed everything they laid their hands on.
1 After the fall of the Berlin Wall, together with the post-communist transitions, Eastern Europe was faced with the revival of right-wing nationalism and anti-communism. 2 With 'the return of history', 3 there have been attempts to rehabilitate historical figures previously condemned for fascist and/or Nazi attitudes and acts (as the cases of Marshal Ion Antonescu in Romania, Miklós Horthy in Hungary, and Jozef Tiso in Slovakia demonstrate). In Serbia, the re-examination of the communist historical paradigm started after the death of Tito in 1980 and was marked by disappointment with the common state and, as a Belgrade weekly called it, 'the outburst of history'. 4 As time passed, the processes of revising the communist historical paradigm and the revival of national identity in Serbia were most clearly manifested (and mutually connected) during the late 1980s and throughout the 1990s in stories about the 'homogenization of the nation through the reconciliation of ideological differences within the nation'.
5 In other words, the ideological reconciliation within the nation meant reconciliation between Chetniks and Partisans which eventually happened at the official level, after the fall of Milošević. It was during Vojislav Koštunica's first term as prime minister of Serbia that the December 2004 law 6 declaring that the Chetnik and Partisan movements were equally liberation movements was passed. Subsequently, with the Rehabilitation Act 7 adopted in April 2006, the Serbian Assembly not only institutionalized the rehabilitation of ideological opponents to communism, but also undertook historical revision, thereby establishing a new past. Speaking in legal terms, neither of the people who are going to be mentioned and analysed in this chapter (Dragoljub Draža Mihailović and Milan Nedić) have been formally rehabilitated yet. However, it is possible to argue that an indirect moral and ideological rehabilitation of both of these figures, and particularly of Mihailovic´, has already happened through various mechanisms, particularly public discourse.
The principal aim of this chapter, bearing in mind the limitation of space and the overall topic of this book, will not be to give a full and comprehensive understanding of historical revisionism and/or changing of the memories of World War Two in Serbia, but rather to tackle the importance of those events for the present sociopolitical situation in this country. In order to do so, I shall first provide a short timeline to show how the once dominant communist paradigm of history started to be challenged through the insinuation of nationalistic rhetoric and symbols into public discourse; the second part will cover the media turnabout in interpretations of Mihailović's and Nedic´'s historical roles. Among other things, we shall examine how the media picture of these historical figures has been reshaped and how their roles have been reassessed. We shall also see what significance has been assigned to their historical roles. The third part will discuss how this change in the meaning assigned to the memory of Mihailović and Nedić can be related to present political issues. And most importantly, we shall see why and how these two figures are relevant nowadays.
Media communication, together with the educational system, has a very important role in the creation of a sense of belonging to a certain (in this case national) community. 8 The media also provide their audience with certain 'maps of meanings' 9 which facilitate people's navigation within society and in the world, as well their relations towards others. In other words, these maps of meaning serve as a social compass that helps us to fit our impressions into familiar forms and give meaning to the world around us. This ideological work of the media is dependent on both internal professional media practices (obtained through formal or informal education and professional socialization) and external social and cultural currents.
